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DETAILED ACTION 

This Office Action represents a second Office Action for the application titled 
"MAILBOX SUPPORT STRUCTURE DEVICE, KIT AND METHOD," filed April 21, 2004. 

The text of those sections of Title 35, U.S. Code not included in this action can 
be found in a prior office action. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

1. Claims 1-2, 4, 6-15, and 17 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Nash (U.S. Patent No. 3,497,078) in view of Kagels (U.S. Patent No. 
3,229,940), and in further view of U.S. Patent No. 6,435,801 to Talbott. 

Nash discloses a mailbox support structure device 10 comprising: a telescoping 
horizontal post member 19 made of plastic, metal, or wood (column 4, lines 9-13) 
attached to a vertical post member 16 made of plastic, metal, or wood (column 4, lines 
14-15), said telescoping horizontal post member 19 having an inner piece 26 slidably 
engaged with an outer piece 24, said telescoping horizontal post member 19 having a 
plurality of holes 27 traversing entirely through said inner piece 26 and having at least 
one hole 28 traversing entirely through said outer piece 24 of said telescoping horizontal 
post member 19; a locking pin 29 slidably engaged with said hole 28 of said outer piece 
24 of said telescoping horizontal post member 19 and slidably engaged with any one 
hole of said plurality of holes 27 in said inner piece 26 of said telescoping horizontal 
post member 19; and a letterbox 1 1 attached to said telescoping horizontal post 
member 19. 
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In regards to claim 1 , although Nash does not disclose a telescoping vertical post 
member attached to said telescoping horizontal post member 19, said telescoping 
vertical post member having an inner piece slidably engaged with an outer piece, said 
telescoping vertical post member having a plurality of orifices traversing entirely through 
said inner and having at least one orifice traversing entirely through said outer piece of 
said telescoping vertical post member; and a pair of locking pins, one of said locking 
pins slidably engaged with said orifice of said outer piece of said telescoping vertical 
post member and slidably engaged with anyone orifice of said plurality of orifices of said 
inner piece of said telescoping vertical post member, wherein each locking pin having 
an aperture traversing through each locking pin, attention is directed to the Kagels and 
Taibott reference. The Kagels reference teaches a telescoping vertical post member 
having an inner part 1 1 slidably engaged with an outer part 10, said telescoping vertical 
post member having a plurality of holes 12 traversing entirely through said inner part 1 1 
and having at least one hole 14 traversing entirely through said outer part 10 of said 
telescoping vertical post member; a horizontal post member 16 attached to said 
telescoping vertical post member; and a locking pin 13 slidably engaged with said hole 
14 of said outer part 10 of said telescoping horizontal post member and slidably 
engaged with any one hole 1 2 of said plurality of holes 1 2 in said inner part 1 1 of said 
telescoping vertical post member. The Taibott reference teaches a locking pin 106 that 
slidably engages with a hole (see figure 7) of an outer part 98 of a telescoping post 
member and slidably engages with a hole in an inner part 74 of a telescoping post 
member, wherein said locking pin 106 has an aperture traversing (see figure 7, and 
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column 4, lines 30-39) through it. In view of Kagel and in further view of Talbott, it 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was 
made to provide the mailbox stand of Nash with a telescoping vertical post member 
attached to the telescoping horizontal post member, said vertical post member having 
an inner part slidably engaged with an outer part, said telescoping vertical post member 
having a plurality of holes traversing entirely through said inner part and having at least 
one hole traversing entirely through said outer part of said telescoping vertical post 
member, and locking pins with an aperture traversing through each locking pin, wherein 
doing so would provide vertical adjustment of said vertical post member and prevent the 
locking pin from disengaging from the post members. 

In regards to claims 2 and 15, Nash in view of Kagel discloses the support as 
applied above, but does not disclose a pair of locks, each lock attached to said aperture 
of each locking pin. Nevertheless. Talbott discloses a lock 108, locked to an aperture of 
a locking pin 106. In view of Talbott, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill 
in the art at the time the invention was made to provide a locking pin of Nash with a lock 
attached to an aperture of said locking pin, wherein doing so would prevent the locking 
pin from disengaging from the post member. 

Regarding claim 7, although the prior art failed to teach a plastic selected from 
the group consisting of rubber, neoprene, nylon, polyvinyl chloride, polyester, 
polyethylene, polypropylene, polyurethanes, polyacryls, polymethacryls, cellulosic 
polymers, styrene-acryl copolymers, polystyrene-polyacryl mixtures, polysiloxanes, 
urethane-acryl copolymers, siloxane-urethane copolymers, polyurethane- polymethacryl 
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mixtures, silicone-acryl copolymers, vinyl acetate polymers, and mixtures thereof, it 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was 
made to make said telescoping horizontal and vertical post members from a plastic 
selected from the above mentioned group as they all are well known and obvious types 
of plastic in the art and would merely amount to substitution of one material for another 
within the same art that would work equally well in the Nash support device. 

Regarding claim 9, although the prior art failed to teach a metal selected from the 
group consisting of steel, aluminum, brass, bronze, nickel, iron, manganese, titanium, 
tungsten, and copper, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to make said telescoping horizontal and vertical post 
members from a metal selected from the above mentioned group as they all are well 
known and obvious types of plastic in the art and would merely amount to substitution of 
one material for another within the same art that would work equally well in the Nash 
support device. 

Regarding claim 11, although the prior art failed to teach wood selected from the 
group consisting of maple, oak, ironwood, elm, ash, cedar, fir, pine, poplar, ebony, ash, 
and hemlock, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to make said telescoping horizontal and vertical post members 
from wood selected from the above mentioned group as they all are well known and 
obvious types of wood in the art and would merely amount to substitution of one 
material for another within the same art that would work equally well in the Nash support 
device. 
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Regarding claims 12 and 13, although the prior art failed to teach a telescoping 
vertical post member that can extend in length from about four feet to about six feet and 
a telescoping horizontal post member that can extend in length from about two feet to 
about four feet, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to have designed telescoping vertical and horizontal post 
members that can extend in length from about four feet to about six feet and from about 
two feet to about four feet, respectively, wherein doing so would amount to mere design 
choice. 

2. Claims 3 and 16, and 5 and 18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Nash (U.S. Patent No. 3,497,078) in view of Kagels (U.S. Patent No. 
3,229,940), in view of Talbott (U.S. Patent No. 6,435,801 ), and in further view of Barrett 
(U.S. Patent No. 5,022,618). 

In regards to claims 3 and 16, Nash in view of Kagel, and in further view of Skarp 
teach the previously described invention of claims 1 and 14, but they fail to teach a pair of 
spacer washers attached to a telescoping horizontal post member. Nevertheless, Barrett 
discloses a pair of spacer washers (see figure below) attached to a horizontal post 
member 38. In view of Kagels, Talbott, and Barrett, it would have been obvious to one 
of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to provide the mailbox 
stand of Nash with a pair of spacer washers attached to a telescoping horizontal post 
member wherein doing so would strongly secure the letterbox to the telescoping 
horizontal post member. 
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Spacer 
washers 




In regards to claims 5 and 18, Nash in view of Kagels, and in further view of 
Taibott teach the previously described invention of claims 4 and 14, but they fail to teach a 
pair of screws attached to a telescoping horizontal post member and attached to a 
letterbox. Nevertheless, Barrett teaches a pair of screws 50 attached to a horizontal post 
member 38 and attached to a letterbox 30. In view of Kagels, Taibott, and in further 
view of Barrett, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to provide the telescoping horizontal member of Nash with a 
pair of screws attached to said telescoping horizontal post member and attached to the 
letterbox wherein doing so would strongly secure the letterbox to the telescoping 
horizontal post member and allow removal of the letterbox for replacing. 



3. Examiner acknowledges the changes made to claims 1 and 7 based upon 
objections made in the first office action. 

4. Applicant's arguments filed October 17, 2005 have been fully considered but they 
are not persuasive. 



Response to Amendment 
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The text of the MPEP specifically states that the rationale to modify or combine 
the prior art does not have to be expressly stated in the prior art; the rationale may be 
expressly or impliedly contained in the prior art or it may be reasoned from knowledge 
generally available to one of ordinary skill in the art provided that a convincing line of 
reasoning as to why the artisan would have found the claimed invention to have been 
obvious in light of the teachings of the references. Although the examiner has not 
specifically cited motivations for combining the references in the references themselves, 
the examiner has presented convincing lines of reasoning as to why the artisan would 
have found the claimed invention to have been obvious in light of the teachings of the 
references. Accordingly, the rejections under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) stand. 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Timothy Smith whose telephone number is 571-272- 
8296. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F: 8:30AM to 5:00PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Robert Olszewski can be reached on 571-272-6788. The fax number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 



Conclusion 





Patent Examiner 
Art Unit 3632 
December 14, 2005 
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